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Response to Amendment 

The amendment filed on October 17, 2005 has been fully considered but are moot not deemed 
persuasive. 

Claims 1-4,7-14, 15-19 and 21-26 are presented for examination. 

Response to Arguments 



In page 11, first paragraph. Applicant argues, "Gupta fails to teach or suggest that a play list 
associated with a first user can be modified by a second user remote from the first user, as recited by 
amended independent claim 1." Examiner notes that the features upon which applicant relies (i.e., 
see above) are not recited in the rejected claim(s). Although the claims are interpreted in light of the 
specification, limitations from the specification are not read into the claims. See In re Van Geuns, 988 
F.2d 1181, 26 USPQ2d 1057 (Fed. Cir. 1993). 

Applicant argues that ''Gupta disclose that the play list can be stored by its creator and 
retrieved by other user (col. 18, lines 13-21). However, the cited passage, in particular, and Gupta in 
general, fails to teach or suggest that the play list, once received, may be modified by other users." 
Examiner contends that user (creator) can modify play list as admitted by Applicant (see last 
paragraph of page 11 of the remarks) and col. 17, lines 30-35 (Gupta). Therefore, the claim needs 
modifying a play list by a user before saving it. Other users (instructors, teachers, students, trainers, 
viewers etc see the modified information (see fig. 9-11). 

Applicant also argues "Gupta fails to teach or suggest modifying the play list associated with 
the user to include a reference to the remote network node content." (pages 12 and 13). Examiner 
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notes the Gupta teaches annotation identifier, media content identifiers and content identifiers as 
shown in fig. 4 and 13. Gupta fiarther teaches, "uniform resource locators (URLs) are used to 
identify the different multimedia streams. Each of the multimedia steams is identified by a different 
URL having a common prefix. This prefix is then used to identify all of the multimedia streams and 
their corresponding annotations." (Col. 2, lines 42-47). 

Applicant also argues that "Pezzillo fails to teach or suggest modifying a remote network node 
sending remote network node content and user information for modifying he play list associated 
with the user to include a reference to the remote network node content as recited in claim 24." 
Pages 13. Examiner notes that "Pezzilloshowslhatplay lists can be modified to be taigjeted at specific 
demographics: "TheVb^lJsttmlmStaAmManager allows mukplemexJkfih tobeaggr^ted into single 
pwgrmjs to create imique and taigetedpn^zimfrm col. 1, line 66 — col. 2, 

line 2) 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly claiming the subject 
matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

Claim 1 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being indefinite for failing to 
particularly point out and distinctiy claim the subject matter which applicant regards as the 
invention. Claim 1, line 6 recites "a remote node that is independent of a user " It is not clear what 
independent of a user means in this context It could be a remote node that is independent of any 
user (first or second user) or a remote node that is not related to any user. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 INC§ 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the basis 
for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless — 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another 
filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application 
for patent by another filed in die United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an 
international application filed under the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of 
this subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the 
United States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 



Claims I, 2, 7-10, 15-19, and 21-23 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
Gupta et al. (U.S. Patent Number 6,484,156, hereinafter "Gupta"). Gupta discloses accessing 
annotations across multiple target media streams. Gupta shows, 

In referring to claim 1, 

• Providing remote network node interface instructions for submitting remote network node 
content; transmitting the remote network node interface instructions to a remote network 
node that is independent of a user (fig. 11 and col. 18, lines 13-37)-; receiving a request from 
the remote network node, via the transmitted interface instructions to modify a play list, the 
request including remote network node content information of a user, the play list being 
associated with the user identified by the identification information: 

"AMima^j OGoordrg to cm e?nbo(hmitthe oolk&m (frm^s^mntsidm^edh^ the Mm be stored as cmadditiorudmda 
strecm bj^ sektrng'^satepi^ lMm414 <fHG. 11, Byscsjmgtheooh&m^meihs^mitsasasmg^ 
can be retmed by the user (or other users) atalatertimuM)outha\mgtog)thnnj^ JFuithemwi^ 
theooS€ciicff3gfs^mjts,stored asamectiastreany col. 18, lines 14-21) 

• Modifying the play list associated with the user identified in the information to include a reference 

to the remote network content, the play list identifying content for streaming delivery to a network 

receiver associated with the identified user: 

Gup% Rg. 11 shows the pby list can be modified 410 
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• Causing stteaming of the remote network node content to the networic receiver associated with the identified user as 
part of the content stieaniing defiveiy based on the nnicKffi 

"Transfer of the corresponding media segments (and/or die annotations) to client 15 is initiated 
when a ''start!' button 412 is selected. " (Gupta, ooL 17,lines 19-21) 

In referring to daim 2, 

The remote network node content comprises at least one of audio data and video data: "For audio 
content Jor ocampk^ a djinamicallji changingfrequengi wave that represents an audio signal is displayed in media screen 456. " 
(Gupta, col 18, lines 50-53) 
In referring to claim 7, 

The play list identifies generic, shared content in addition to the remote network node content: 
Gupta, Fig. 11 shows a list of generic shared content 

In referring to claims 8 and 21, 

• DetEmiining\!dietelhe remote netwodci^^ 

"An annotation server uses a hierarchical annotation storage structure to mdntain a correspondence 

between the annotations and a hierarchically higher group identiSer. Thus, annotations 
corresponding to the different multimedia streams can easily be accessed concmrendy by using the 
ffvup identfier. " (Gipta,od. 2,lines 35-40) 

Imefemrgtodaims 9and22, 

• Receiving play scheduling information for the content based on the interface instructions; 
modifying the play list based on the received play scheduling information: 

"... By saving the collection of media segments as a single media stream, the collection can 
be retrieved by the user (or other users) at a later time without having to go through another 
querying process. Furthermore, the collection of segments, stored as a media stream^ can itself 
be annotated. (Gupta, col. 18, lines 14-21); when a user logs on he/she can retrieve a play list, play 
lists contain play scheduling information 
In referring to claim 10, 

• Receiving play scheduling information comprises receiving a number of times to stream the 
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remote network node content: 

The nvimber of times an annotation appears on the play list is the number of times said 
annotation will be streamed 

In nferringXo claims 15, 18, and 23, 

• Play lists associated with different respective users, the play lists identifying content for 
streaming delivery to network receivers associated with the respective users: Gupta, Fig. 11 
shows that each annotation has a user associated with it 406 

• Instructions for causing a processor to receive a request from a remote network node to 

modify at least one play list of the play lists, the request including received content and 

identification of one user of the different respective users, the one play list being associated 

with the one user, the remote network node being independent of the one user (the 

creator /modifier of the play list is independent user other than the viewer of the annotation. 

See fig. 11, different users 7, 8,9 and 13-15) 
Gupta, coL 18, lines 14-21 (see full quote above) 

• Instructions for causing a processor to modify the one play list associated with the one user to 

include a reference to the received content: 
Gupta, Fig. 11 shows the play list can be modified 410 

In referring to claims 16 and 19, 
A stream generator for streaming content to the one user based on the play list associated with one 
user. 

Gupta Fig. 3 shows a streaming media server 1 1, a stream generator is inherent in a system that generates 
a stream 

In referring to claim 17, 

• Causing a processor to transmit interface instructions to the remote network node, the interface 
instmctions for receiving identification of content designated by a content submitter and 
transmitting the identification to the network server: 
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Gupta, col. 18, lines 14-21 (see full quote above) 

Claim Rejections - 35 MC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all obviousness 
rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this tide, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a 
person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shaU not be 
negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 2-4 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Gupta in view of 
Bowman-Amuah (U.S. Patent Number 6,606,660, hereinafter "Bowman-Amuah"). 

In referring to claim 2, although Gupta shows substantial features of the claimed invention, Gupta 
does not show the content comprises video data. Nonetheless this feature is well known in the art and 
would have been an obvious modification to the system disclosed by Gupta as evidenced by 
B owman-Amuah. 

In analogous art, Bowman-Amuah discloses stream-based communication in a communication 
services patterns environment Bowman-Amuah shows: 

* Causing streaming of the content to a network receiver associated with the identified user: 
"FIG, 20 depicts Streaming in which a need-time data stream is trumferred' (Bowman-Amuah, col. 3, lines 18-19) 

• The content comprises at least one of audio data and video data: 

"Audio/ Video services alhw nodes to interact with multimedia data streams. These sendees ma^ he implemented as 

cmMo-onl^, lideo-onl^, orcomMnedcmdio/udeo" (^o^m2cn-Amvi2h, col. 62, lines 7-9) 
Given these teachings, a person of ordinary skill in the art would have readily recognized the 

desirability and advantages of modifying the system of Gupta so as to allow the system to provide 

video data, such as taught by Bowman-Amuah, in order to entice more users to use the system by 

providing more robust content. 

In referring to claims 3 and 4, Gupta in view of Bowman-Amuah shows, 
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• The audio data comprises a voice mail message: 

"... an Internet tel^hoTty product can acc^t voice input into a workstation, translate it into an IP data stream, and 
route it through the Internet to a destination workstation, where the data is translated back into audio. 
Desktop Voice Mail various products enable users 'to manage voice mail messages using a desktop 
computer "(Bowman-Amuah, col. 60, lines 22-29) 

Claims 11-13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Gupta in view of Pezzillo et 
at. (U.S. Patent Number 6,434,621, hereinafter "Pezzillo"). 

In referring to claim //, although Gupta shows substantial features of 'the claimed invention, Gupta does 
not show receiving play scheduling information comprises receiving a specified time to stream the 
remote network node content. Nonetheless this feature is well known in the art and would have been 
an obvious modification to the system disclosed by Gupta as evidenced by Pezzillo. 
In analogous art, Pezzillo discloses an apparatus and method of using the same for Internet and intranet 
broadcast channel creation and management. Pezzillo shows receiving play scheduling information 
comprises receiving a specified time to stream the remote network node content: "A further aspect of the 
invention is to utiB^ time barriers to override a webcast channels program schedule to force program files to run at particular times." 
(Pezzillo, col. 3, lines 24-26) 

Given these teachings, a person of ordinary skill in the art would have readily recognized the 
desirability and advantages of modifying the system of Gupta so as to include a time in the schedule, 
such as taught by Pezzillo, in order to provide live broadcasts. 

In referring to claims 12 and 13, 

• Receiving play scheduling information comprises receiving a priority for streaming the content; 

based on the received priority of the streaming the remote network node content, terminating 
streaming of currently streaming content and initiating streaming of the remote network node 
content 

"A still further aspect of the invention is to utilize live barriers to override a webcast channel's program 
schedule to force a live events to broadcast at a particular times, " (Pezzillo, col. 3, lines 21-29) 
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Claims 24-26 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Pezzillo et al. (U.S. 
Patent Number 6,434,621, hereinafter "Pezzillo"). Pezzillo discloses an apparatus and method of using 
the same for Internet and intranet broadcast channel creation and management. 

In referring to claim 24^ Pezzillo shows substantial features of the claimed invention, including: 
• Receive input from the remote network node including remote network node content and user 
information for modifying a play list associated with the user (fig. 2 and figs 3-4) receive input from 
the remote network node identifying the user to receive streaming delivery of the remote network 
node content, the user being a network ode node other than the remote network (col. 1, line 66 — 
col. 2, line 2 and col. 12, lines 43-48); form a request at the remote network node to modify a play list 
to include the identified content; transmitting the request, the input identifying content to a network 
server, 

"The user interface to the system is a standard Web browser, such as Netscape Navigator orMhos^^hknTdH^phren Theamnt 
spmnillrun under the WmdowsNT^"^ orUNlJ^/Uawicpemdagsystems. The listener accesses the stations jrm a 
computer utilizing a star^brdWeb browser and loaded mth player sc^iwarediatcan handle the streaming media 
formats, " (Pezzillo, col. 3, line 67 - col. 4, line 6) 

"Referring now to FIG. 12, the program to generate AegrajJucalusa-interface diatdisplays the 
pogmnschedukasfkpktedinHGSisailhdinstpl 200," (Pezzillo, col. 17, lines 53-56) 

However, Pezzillo does not explicitly show that a specific user is identified while modifying the 

play list Nonetheless this feature is well known in the art and would have been an obvious 

modification to the system disclosed by Pezzillo. 

Pezzillo shows that play lists can be modified to be targeted at specific demographics: *nrheP^JJst&din 

Sta&M Manager allows multijJe media fks tobea^egatedinto single programs to create unique and tasgetedpfogtmsfr 

imalimtiiitoahmcdnstsh^ col. 1, line 66 - col. 2, line 2) 

Given these teachings, a person of ordinary skill in the art would have readily recognized the 
desirability and advantages of modifying the system of Pezzillo so as to allow for specifying one or 
more users for a specific play list, in order to provide targeted advertisements and programs. 

In referring to claim 25, 
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• Causing a processor to receive input from the remote network node identifying play- 
scheduling information for the identified content 

Vfsip1312deta7?timhittherBmwmMthmmtkist^ 
Qm^ihmretmistDthecddanmtyp^ 
(Pezzillo, col. 18, lines 44-49) 

In referring to claim 26, 

• A graphical interface defined by markup language instructions: 

''Selecting HTML took button 608 gives the user access to a HTML module for synchroni^ng HTML with 
the audio. Selecting play lists button 610 gives the user access to the play list system, which gives the contents of 
the show now playing^ and manages the music library and integrates compliance checking.'* (Pezzillo, col. 
12, lines 43-48) 

Conclusion 

ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of 
time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, however, 
will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final 
action. 

The prior made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner 
should be directed to Yasin Barqadle whose telephone number is 571-272-3947. The examiner can 
normally be reached on 9:00 AM to 5:30 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, 
Glenn Burgess can be reached on 571-272-3949. The fax phone numbers for the organization 
where this application or proceeding is assigned are 703-872-9306 for regular communications and 
703-746-7238 for After Final communications. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or proceeding 
should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is 703-305-3900. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained form the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications may 
be obtained from either private PAIR or public PAIR system. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, 
see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, 
contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
YB 
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